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CALIFORNIA POLYTECHNIC STATE UNIVERSITY~ SAN LUIS OBISPO 
ACADEMIC SENATE 
ACADEMIC SENATE MINUTES 
Mar-ch 11~ 1986 
U.U. 220 3:00 p.m. 
Chair-: Lloyd H. Lamour-ia 
Vice Chair-: Lynne E. Gamble 
Secr-etar-y: Raymond D. Ter-r-y 
Member·s Absent: 
I. Minutes 
The Chair- announced that ther-e wer-e no minutes subject to 
approval at this time. The minutes of the Mar-ch 4, 1986 
session and the Mar-ch 11. 1986 session of the Academic Sen­
ate will accompany the Apr-il 1~ 1986 Senate agenda package. 
II. Announcements 
The Chair- announced that Pr-esident Baker- had infor-med him 
of his intention to effect a minor r-estructur-ing of the 
University in the after-math of Provost Fort•s July 1, 1986 
r-esi gna.t ion. 
The Pr-esident has decided to retur-n to the organizational 
model under- which the Univer-sity was gover-ned prior- to Dr-. 
Fort•s appointment as Provost in 1983. The Provost•s posi­
tion will be replaced by that of a Vice Pr-esident for Aca­
demic Affairs. The person occupying this position will be 
a senior Vice Pr-esident who will act for the President when 
the Pr-esident is away from campus. 
The Academic Senate is invited to submit a list of nomina­
tions for- the position of Inter-im Vice Pr-esident for Aca­
demic Affairs by March 21, 1986. 
III. Reports 
There were no reports by the President, the Pr-ovost and /or 
the CSU Academic Senators. 
IV. Business Items 
John Phillips asked if a quorum existed. The Chair- asked 
the Secr-etary ~o-Jho asserted that there ~o-Jas an "apparent 
qLtor-Ltm." 
The Chair resumed action on the business items left unfin­
ished at the last meeting with Item G. 
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G. 	 Resolution on the Use of Lottery Funds 
1. 	 MSCJohn Phillips /Robert Bonds) that the Resolution 
on the Use of Lottery Funds be adopted. 
2. 	 The Chair recognized Robert McNeil <Chair: Ad Hoc 
Committee on the Use of Lottery Funds)~ who pre­
sented some of the background concerning the forma­
tion of the committee. He emphasized that the gen­
eral statements and recommendations made in the Ad 
Hoc Committee's Report are as important as the list 
of possible uses of lottery funds. The list is 
subject to review and change~ is not prioritized 
and, in general, consists of items which are either 
not funded or insufficiently funded by the 
Governor's Budget. 
The 	Chair opened the topic to discussion. Reg 
Gooden asked for clarification of Item 1 of the 
list of uses. [Seven categories of uses are provi­
ded.J 
4. 	 Robert Bonds asserted that PCB was unable to par­
ticipate in providing input to the Ad Hoc Committee 
due to inadequate timelines. He asked if the list 
had already been sent forward to anyone and if 
there were adequate time now for additional input. 
5. 	 Robert Me Neil indicated that the Ad Hoc Committee 
were formed in such a way that all schools and all 
relevent standing committee's were represented. 
The list contained in the Resolution has not been 
circulated beyond the Senate. Nevertheless~ the 
Committee's timelines have already been exceeded. 
Action should be taken now. 
6. 	 Robert Bonds proposed adding an eighth category 
of lottery fund uses to the Resolution. with 8-10 
days being allowed for input into the new category. 
7 Reg Gooden noted that including items on the list 
which lack any Cor adequate) funding may result in 
those items never being funded as line items in the 
state budget. 
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8. 	 It was established that items included in the list 
should not require ongoing support~ due to the ir­
regular nature of lottery funding. Reg Gooden sug­
gested that lottery funds be placed in an endowment 
so that programs requiring continued support could 
be supported by lottery funds. 
8. Ken Riener, John Phillips and others repeated the 
principle that since the Resolution is in its sec­
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ond 	reading~ it must either be tabled or amended. 
Robert Bonds declined to make a specific amendment 
at this time. 
9. 	 Ken Riener moved to table the Resolution until 
April B. The motion passed with one negative vote 
and no abstentions. 
H. 	 Modifications to Cal Poly's Academic Senate Constitu­
tion and B:d 21.ws 
1. 	 The Chair introduced John Rogalla (Chair: C&B> who 
presented a proposed Resolution (distributed to 
the Senate during the meeting) which would give to 
the Constitution and Bylaws Committee responsibili­
ty to oversee the operating procedures of standing 
Senate committees. 
2. 	 Reg Gooden suggested an editorial change in the 
amendment included in the Resolution. 
3. 	 There was no further discussion. The Chair thanked 
John Rogalla for his presence at the meeting and 
asked him to provide the Senate Office with a re­
vised version of the Resolution by April 3~ suita­
ble for inclusion in the April 8 agenda package. 
4. 	 The Resolution will automatically move to a second 
reading on April 8. 
I. 	 Resolution on Time Frame for Submission of Satisfactory 
Progress <SP> Grades 
1. 	 The Chair recognized C. Hewitt who read and com­
mented on various aspects of the Resolution. 
2. 	 John Phillips made an editorial correction in the 
second whereas clause: "i~; replaced" should be 
changed to read: "is not automa.t i call y rep 1aced". 
3. 	 John Phillips indicated his intention to propose an 
amendment changing the one-year deadline establish­
ed by the Resolution to a two-year deadline when 
the Resolution reaches its second reading. 
4. 	 Rick Saenz noted that changing an SP to an F is not 
really final since an F can always be replaced by 
another letter grade. 
5. 	 Ken Scotto viewed the automatic change of grade 
from SP to F as punitive. 
6. 	 C. Hewitt explained that forcing a student to re­
enroll for the senior project course sequence per­
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mits 	a faculty member to receive credit for addi­
tional work done with a returning student. More­
over~ often the original instructor is on leave 
and 	 a new instructor guides the student through 
the 	completed senior project. 
7. 	 Robert Bonds argued that the time limitation should 
be uniform both for senior projects and Master's 
theses. 
B. 	 Jim Ahern suggested that the SP grade be eliminated 
altogether. 
9. 	 Also speaking to the Resolution were Bill Forgeng~ 
Stephen Hanes and Susan Currier. 
10. 	 The Resolution will move automatically to a second 
reading on April 8. 
J. 	 Resolution on the Support and Maintenance of a Teacher 
Effectiveness Program 
1. 	 The Chair recognized C. Hewitt to present the back­
ground and purpose of the Resolution. 
2. 	 Dr. Elie Axelroth asked for information as to how 
the course was taught in the past. C. Hewitt noted 
that ED 581 is entitled "GradLlate SeminaT in Educa­
tion" and is taught quarterly with revolving sub­
titles. 
3. 	 Reg Gooden proposed the deletion of the fourth 
whereas clause and the second resolved clause. 
4. 	 Lynn Jamieson argued strongly for the course. 
She asserted that the Resolution may not go far 
enough toward its purpose. Also~ the title 
"Maintaining Teachet- Effect i \teness" may be pa.sse; 
"E;-: eel 1ence in Teaching" might be more appropriate. 
5. 	 The Resolution will move automatically to a second 
reading on April 8. 
K. 	 Resolution on Giving of Finals During Finals' Week 
1. 	 The Chair recognized C. Hewitt who discussed the 
genesis of the Resolution. 
2. 	 Lynn Jamieson expressed her support for the Resolu­
tion~ but also some dissatisfaction with the second 
resolved clause (pertaining to its enforcement). 
3. 	 Alan Cooper noted that finals in lab courses are 
normally given during the last week of classes. It 
-11­
was 	established that these finals are not the ones 
which are the subject of the Resolution. 
4. 	 Ken Scotto defended the student's right to complain 
if an instructor gives a final at a different time 
than scheduled. It was noted that an instructor's 
change in the date of a final may be acceptable to 
his students~ but still may inconvenience other in­
structors. 
5. 	 Susan Currier inquired as to the effect of the Res­
olution on the giving of take-home finals in cours­
es (e.g.~ composition courses) where in-class 
finals are viewed as inappropriate. 
6. 	 Ray Terry indicated his intention to amend the Res­
olution (when it appears for its second reading) by 
including a third resolved clause to be inserted 
between the present two resolved clauses. The new 
clause would read: 
"RESOLVED: That O:l 1 ist of all dean-appro-..led 
exceptions <to CAM 484) for each quarter will be 
made available to each Department Head /Chair by 
the 	fifth week of the qua.rt.•?r. " 
The inclusion of this new resolved clause would 
shift the burden of enforcement from the student 
(who may be reluctant to complain about a teacher's 
change in the date /time of a final) to the faculty 
members colleagues. 
7. 	 Charles Dana deduced correctly that the Resolution 
addresses faculty members who are scheduled to give 
finals during Finals" Week~ but who schedule finals 
for the last week of classes instead. It does not 
address the matter of not giving a final; nor does 
it apply to finals which are scheduled for the last 
~'"-leek of c 1 asses. 
7. 	 C. HEH'"-Iitt noted the use of the pht-ase "designated 
time" ~rJithin the Resolution~ instea.d o·f Finals' 
Week. She also observed that the Resolution seeks 
to enforce a rule that is already in force~ but 
poor·ly enforced. 
8. 	 John Rogers concluded that what we do about the 
issue is less important than the fact that we do 
something about it. Faculty members who give 
finals at non-designated times should realize that 
their actions outrage other faculty members. The 
second resolved clause~ though somewhat distaste­
ful~ may be helpful in enforcing the requirement. 
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9. Robert Bonds also supported the Resolution. 
V. 	 Final Announcements and Adjournment 
A. 	 The Chair announced that ballots for the May Senate 
elections are now available and must be returned to 
the Senate Office by March 21~ 1986. The Chair also 
informed the Senate that both he and the other two 
Officers intend to stand for reelection as Officers 
of the 1986-1987 Academic Senate. 
B. 	 Robert Bonds announced that on Friday~ March 14 the 
Foundation Board would meet. One of its agenda items 
will be South African divestiture. The Board is expec­
ted to resist divestiture. 
C. 	 Al Cooper inquired as to the status of his Resolution 
on Senior Projects which had been referred to the In­
struction Committee earlier this year. C. Hewitt 
announced that the Department Heads had been surveyed 
but so far only two opinion forms have been returned. 
The Committee will wait a little longer before proceed­
ing. 
D. 	 The Chair expressed his appreciation to the group which 
was scheduled to occupy U.U. 220 beginning at 4:10p.m. 
for their patience in waiting an additional ten minutes 
so that Senate action could be completed on all the 
business items on the agenda. 
E. 	 The meeting adjourned at 4:20 p.m. 
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B&ckqround: 	 Cha:t;;ra of thf.t Academic Senate have occasionally 
forwarded to the C&BL committee operatinq procedures
for various committees tor review. The C&BL 
committee has reviewed these for compliance with the 
constitution and bylaws to ascertain their 
cont·ormance. On october 23, 1985, the Chair 
requested the C&BL committee to formally accept this 
oversight responsibility aa a portion of the 
reaponmibilities of our own co..ittae. This 
resolution will accomplish the task. It is 
pretJanted. in cros.H out (stricken wordinq) and 
undBrllr.e (ttdditional wordinq) tormat. 
AS- --86 

RESOT.JJTION ON 

~DME~~ !Q !ItA'!§ FOR THE ~ONSTITUTION ' BYLAWS COMMITTEE 

BE IT RESOLVED: 	 Articla VII Section I, Subsection 2b, be amended 
to read. 
2. conatitution and Bylaws committee 
b. 	 The Constitution end Bylaws Committee 
shall review peri odi cally the 
Conn~itution of the Faculty afta, the 
Bylaw• ot the Academic senate 
per~ -~~ea~~YL nd 9J?erat i ng Erocedures 
of ~E~ndi~3 committees of the s enate , 
anQ . hall r e commend s~eb changes t o fte 
eefta~~e~~i&ft aftd By~aws these a~ *~ 
fee~e neeessa~ 'e keep 'he~e dee~meft~s 
e~~rent to assure th~ ara current and 
in agreement wit}}_ Uni versi t y ~~ulatiOns 
and with the memo of understandjng: . The 
procedure-Tiivolvingamendments to the 
constitution shall be consistent with 
Article IV of the Constitution. The 
prc>cedure involving amendments to the 
Bylawe. nhall be consistent with Article 
X c•f the Bylaws. 
